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REMARKS : 

In the foregoing amendments, claim 2 wk 
typographical error, which was mentioned in apn. 
section 4 on page 2 of the Official action. Therefore 
requests that the examiner reconsider and wi 
that was set forth in the outstanding Office 

Claims 1-3 remain pending in the 
allowance of these claims are respectfully 
reasons. 

The Official action set forth a single prior 
under 35 U.S.C, § 102(e) as being anticipated 
Rappoport. The statement of this rejection is 
Official action. Applicant respectfully submits 
claims 1-3 are patently distinguishable from ti\c 
the meaning of 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) or 35 U.S.C. 
following reasons. 

The differences between applicant's 
of Rappoport are significant, and therefore, the(s|e 
applicant's claimed invention. For example, th 
first limitation in claim 1 of "the three-dimensional 
the part is deleted or modified is stored" is im 



s amended to correct a 
objection to this claim in 
, applicant respectfully 
the objection to claim 2 



set 



claimed 



.terpreted 
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p. 4 



. Reconsideration and 
for at least the following 



art rejection of claims 1-3 
U.S. patent No. 6,828,963 of 
forth on pages 3-5 of the 

the inventions defined in 
teachings of Rappoport within 
103(a) for at least the 



tiat 



invention and the teachings 
teachings cannot anticipate 
Official action stated that the 
model immediately before 
as "the three - 



PAGE 4/9 * RCVD AT 11/4/2005 12:20:09 PM [Eastern Standard Time] 1 SVR: USPTO-EFXRF-6/30 * DNIS:2738300 1 CSID: ' DURATION (mm-ss):02-10 



BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



Nov 04 2005 l:12Ph HP LASERJET 3330 



dimensional model is stored, right before each a dditional part stacked is 
modified or deleted." . The Official action considered this a conventional "undo" 
feature. Applicant cannot agree with this poai ion. Even if this limitation in 
applicant's claims is considered an "undo" feature, which applicant is not 
admit, applicant cannot find where the teachirig^ of Rappoport suggest the use 
of such a limitation in the manner defined in present claims 1-3. 

Rappoport proposes a computer-implemsiited exchange of data between 
two distinct computer aided design systems. l4ppoport is not concerned with 
the use of a CAD system itself, which includes 
model displayed on a screen to delete or modif r 



in the present claims. For this reason, Rappoj c rt cannot contemplate or 
suggest a step directed to a three-dimensional model displayed on a screen to 
delete or modify parts of the model and the subiiequent steps for remedying 
problems associated with the deleting or modifying of parts of the model, as 
required in present claims 1-3. 

Applicant cannot find where the teaching of Rappoport suggest that the 
stored immediately preceding three -dimensional 
screen together with a non-reproducible three- 
reproduction was stopped at the certain part, e s 
3. Further, while the Official action referred to 



p rocessing a three-dimensional 
parts of the model, as required 



suggesting that a difference in the shape and reference data between both of 
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model is shown on the same 
iimensional model whose 

required in present claims 1- 
ftgures 9A-9C of Rappoport as 
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extract shape and reference 
art, and the extracted shape 



assist the user in re-creating 



the three-dimensional models is determined tc 
data which are missing from the reproducible 
and reference data are converted into informalliAn indicating the cause of non- 
reproducibility and shown on the screen, appLcant cannot find where 
Rappoport suggest this. Figure 9C of Rappopc rt proposes coordinates of the 
cursor, but no information concerning the causs of non-reproducibility. In 
applicant's claimed invention, the shape and r eference data of the two models 
is compared, so that the omitted information (iu|nong other things) from the 
previous model can be shown on the display tc 

the previous model or correcting the current rr ddel. Since the invention 
proposed by Rappoport is concerned with inteipreting data between different 
CAD systems, this information and the use tht rjeof in the completely different 
procedures of applicant's claims would not anc. 

teachings. For such reasons, applicant respectfully submits that the teachings 
of Rappoport do not disclose or suggest the inventions defined in present 
claims 1-3. 

In other words, the Official action pointed 
forth in paragraphs 3 and 4 in claim 1 of the p resent application (namely, the 
the stored immediately preceding three-dimeneional model is... at the certain 
part, and a difference of the shape and reference data... and shown on the 
screen) are disclosed by Rappoport at column 1,3, lines 44-60. In column 13, 
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out that the configurations set 
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However 



en 



CO 



lines 44-60, Rappoport describes Fig. 9B whicfi 
905 displays two windows, 909 and 910 
Fig. 9B of Rappoport do not correspond to Fig. 
and the corresponding subject matter defined 
shown in window 909 of Rappoport is merely 
shown in window 910 therein. These models 
immediately preceding three-dimensional mod^ 
three-dimensional model whose reproduction 
as defined in claim 1 of the present applicatior 
respectfully submits that the teachings of 
suggest the invention defined in present claim 
thereon. 



Rappoport 



Rappoport 



Additionally, the limitation "information 
reproducibility" in paragraph 4 of present clair^i 
shot 905 of Rappoport. The teachings of 
suggest such a display at column 13, lines 44 
respectfully submits that the teachings of 
suggest this limitation in present claim 1. 

For the foregoing reasons, applicant 
teachings of Rappoport cannot contemplate or 
forth in claim 1 or the inventions set forth in 
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proposes that a screen shot 

, the arrangements shown in 
0 of the present application 
irji present claim 1 . The model 
enlarged view of the model 
not correspond to ''the stored 
" or "the non-reproducible 
ij^s stopped at the certain part" 
For such reasons, applicant 

do not contemplate or 
or claims 2 and 3 that depend 



indicating the cause of non- 
1 is not shown in the screen 
neither describe nor 
5p therein. Therefore, applicant 
do not contemplate or 



Rappoport 



respectfully 



submits that the 
suggest the invention as set 
cl|ajims 2 and 3 that depend 



874 

.2398 



PAGE m " RCVD AT 11(4/2005 12:20:09 PM [Eastern Standard Time] 1 SVR:USPTMFXRF«30 * DNIS:2738300 1 CSID: 1 DURATION (mm-ss):02-10 



BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



Nov 04 2005 1 : 12PM 



HP LASERJET 3330 



examiner 



claims 



thereon within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. §102 
applicant respectfully requests that the 
rejection of these claims, and formally allow 

The foregoing is believed to be a completb 
Official action mailed August 4, 2005. While 11 
this application are in condition for allowance, 
comments or questions, it is respectfully reque 
telephoned at the below listed number to 

In the event this paper ia not timely filed), 
an appropriate extension of time. The fee 
which become due, may be charged to our 



re sol h) 



therefor, 



ojr 35 U.S.C. §103. Therefore, 
reconsider and withdraw the 
1-3. 

and proper response to the 
;,s believed that all the claims in 
s hould the examiner have any 
sjted that the undersigned be 
any outstanding issues, 
applicant hereby petitions for 

, as well as any other fees 
it account No, 50-1 147. 
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Certificate of Transmission it i ier 37 CFR 81.8 



I hereby certify that this correspondence 
which totals 9 pages including this certificate) 
the Patent and Trademark Office (facsimile No 
2005. 



Response under 37 CFR 1.111, 
is being facsimile transmitted to 
i>71 -273-8300) on November 3, 



Respectfully submitted, 



12040 South Lakes Drive 
Suite 101 

Reston, Virginia 20191 
(703) 707-9110 
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December 31, 2001 
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